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Q1. What are the consequences of 
failing to talk to key stakeholders 












































one+ example of 
a triumph you 
experienced 
related to AAC 
interventions & 
supports
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Q4. Who at the critical stakeholders with regard to 
AAC implementation? 
Q5. What are methods to collect info on the social 
validity of an AAC-based intervention?
















Q8. How do we determine whether or not 
instructional procedures are socially valid 
and what are necessary considerations  for 




Q9. What is one concrete thing you can do to 
improve/develop ethical and collaborative 
assessment and access to AAC for individuals 












analysis and systematic review, 
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Research-based guidance on:
• Selecting high-tech and low-tech AAC 
options that meet individual needs
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